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REPLY COMMENTS OF VARTEC TELECOM, INC.

VarTec Telecom, Inc. ("VarTec") now files these comments in reply to the comments and

oppositions filed by the Telecommunications Resellers Association ("TRA"), Southwestern Bell

Telephone Company, Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell (the "SBC Companies"), AT&T Corp. ("AT&T")

and US West, Inc. ("U S West").

VarTec concurs with the comments recently filed by TRA regarding the Petition for

Reconsideration filed by America One Communications, Inc. ("America One") of the Federal

Communications Commission's ("Commission") Order on Reconsideration ("Reconsideration

Order") in the above-referenced docket. Specifically, VarTec agrees with TRA's motion for the

Commission to deny America One's Petition for Reconsideration as the two step transition period

is required in order to provide the time necessary for local exchange carriers ("LECs") to make

equipment modifications as well as the minimum time required for interexchange carriers ("IXCs")

to educate consumers about the code expansion and also modify equipment. In fact, the numerous

waivers granted by the Commission provide compelling evidence that the industry requires longer

than June 30, 1998 in order to complete all ofthe equipment modification needed for the four-digit

CIC conversion.
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In addition, VarTec supports the SBC Companies' comments regarding BellSouth

Corporation's ("BellSouth's") Petition for Clarification in this docket. It is the SBC Companies'

position that BellSouth as well as the SBC Companies should be permitted to begin their

programming efforts to block three-digit CICs after the four-digit CIC implementation deadline for

IXCs, which is presently June 30, 1998. VarTec agrees that all consumers should be able to utilize

a three-digit CIC through the end of the transition period for IXCs and that no LEC should be

allowed to eliminate the use ofa three-digit CIC prior to this deadline. Further, VarTec concurs with

U S West's recent comments which state that U S West supports BellSouth's Petition for

Clarification, and VarTec agrees that any clarification issued by the Commission be applicable to

all involved LECs.

Finally, VarTec does not agree with AT&T's opposition to BellSouth's Petition for

Clarification. BellSouth as well as other LECs listed herein have indicated a strong desire to adhere

to the Commission's instruction on when to proceed in blocking consumers' ability to utilize a three­

digit CIC. The LECs require approximately sixty days to completely eliminate the programming

which allows for the use of three-digit CICs. VarTec opposes AT&T's position that BellSouth's

Petition for Clarification be denied and agrees that BellSouth should be permitted to begin the phase

out of the three-digit CICs after the end of the transition period to comply with the Commission's

intent in implementing a two step transition period. In addition to the above-stated objections,

VarTec also disagrees with AT&T's position that the Commission should not consider extending

the transition beyond the June 30, 1998 deadline for expanding CICs to four digits. VarTec certainly

supports extending the transition period in order to more thoroughly educate consumers and modify

equipment.
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In summary, VarTec supports those comments filed in this docket which specifically address

concerns that would benefit the best interest of consumers while £lcilitating a smooth transition into

the use of four-digit CICs for the LECs and IXCs required to m,1<.e equipment modifications..

Respectful!y submitted,

VARTEC TELECOM, INC.

..

January 8, 1997

By: ?!!a~i:.i#~..
General COtlIlsel and Executive Vice President
3200 West Pleasant Run Road
Lancaster, Texas 75146
(972) 230-'7200
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that service of the foregoing Reply Comments ofVarTec Telecom,
Inc. has been made by mailing a copy thereof, First-Class mail, postage prepaid this 8th day of
January, 1998, to the following:

**

**

**

**

A. Richard Metzger, Chief
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 500
Washington, D.C. 20554

Geraldine Matise, Chief
Network Services Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Room 235
Washington, D.C. 20554

Elizabeth Nightingale, Esquire
Network Services Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Room 235
Washington, D.C. 20554

Kris Monteith, Esquire
Network Services Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

M. Robert Sutherland, Esquire
Theodore R. Kingsley, Esquire
BellSouth Corporation
Suite Number 1700
1155 Peachtree Street, N.B.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3610
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Brad E. Mutschelknaus, Esquire
Todd Daubert, Esquire
Kelley Drye & Warren LLP
Suite Number 500
1200- 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Attorneys for America's
One Communications, Inc.

Marc Martin, Esquire
Assistant General Counsel
Capitol One Financial Corporation
Suite Number 400
2650 Park Tower Drive
Vienna, Virginia 22180

ITS
1231 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Kathryn Marie Krause, Esquire
Suite Number 700
1020 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Attorneys for U.S. West

Mark C. Rosenblum, Esquire
Roy E. Hoffinger, Esquire
Judy Sello, Esquire
Room 324511
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, New Jersey 07920

Attorneys for AT&T Corp.

Donna M. Roberts, Esquire
MCI Telecommunications Corporation
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

David Hudson, Esquire
Pacific Telesis Group
140 New Montgomery Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
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** By Hand-Delivery

121153.lD

Charles C. Hunter, Esquire
Catherine M. Hannan
Hunter Communications Law Group
1620 I Street, N.W.
Suite Number 701
Washington, D.C. 20006

Gerald J. Duffy, Esquire
Blooston, Mordkofsky, Jackson & Dickens
2120 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Attorneys for Mokan Dial, Inc.

Page 6


